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‘The Archbishop of Canterbury, by his sermon at Cambridge on 
November 3rd, has caused somewhat of a flutter in the press, but 
has not committed anyone to anything. The fact-that the non- 

episcopal Churthes had accepted the principle that episcopacy 
must exist along with other elements in a_reunited Church ” (we 
quote from The Times report) appears to be rather slender reason: 


for supposing that they will be likely to “ take it and try it out ~ 


on their own ground.” ~Would they be ready to accept the 

‘requirements and functions which Catholic tradition attached 
to the office of a bishop in the Church of God which . . . must be’ 
safeguarded "'?. Those ** requirements and functions ” involve 
things which some of the non-episcopal Churehes definitely 
repudiate. In venturing “to throw out this suggestion for 
discussion and examination,’ while * we need to have, as I believe 
we are getting, a surer hold upon our own tradition before it can 
be offered to of accepted by others as their own ’’—these are the 
Archbishop's own words—-His Grace would rather seem to be 
laying himself open to the same disregard as-met his last two 
attempts to woo the Free Church Council. Would it not be best 
to recognize the fact that the time for reunion is not yet, and to 
leave it to the theologians to carry on with the quiet and unre- 
ported, because unsensational, work which is still the most hopeful 
line of approach but may well be wrecked by premature designs 
for * full communion,” for which no one is yet ready ? The work 
of the C.D.C.P. must still go on to see that that ** surer hold upon 
our own tradition ” is not thrown away before it has been fully 
gained. 
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The Canadian Unity Proposals are the subject of an article 
beginning on page 62. The writer of the article tells us that “* the 


Report of our Reunion Committee on the Conversations with the 
United Church was received, not adopted, and commended to a 
Church for study, by General Synod meeting in Winnipeg i 
September. This was done unanimously by both Houses. Of 
course it does not involve the Church in the acceptance of any- 
thing in the Scheme if we do not adopt the Report. The study 
is to be carried out under the direction of scholars and anything 
that we do is to be referred to Lambeth in 1948.” 


* * * * 


The General Convention of the Episcopal Church in the U.S.A., 
as we noted last month, passed a compromise resolution, rejecting 
both the majority and minority reports of the Joint Commission 
on Approaches to Unity. A copy of the resolutions and a short 
comment on the situation has now reached us from America, and 
a note will be found on page 61. 


Tarred with the same brush. Our American correspondent 


mentions “‘ the remark of a Presbyterian minister whom I saw at- 


Philadelphia, that the speeches against the ‘ Proposed Basis’ 
were nearly:all based on theology or other matters of principle, 
those for it on sentiment or expediency ; he felt it would have 
been the same in the General Assembly had the matter come up 
there.” The remark could be made with equal truth about the 
opponents and supporters of the South India Scheme. 


A Conference of Priests was held in Hereford in October with 
. excellent results. A short note and the findings of the conference 
are printed on page 67. These resolutions are admirable and 
should comanand th the ready assent of all faithful members of the 
Church. We should be glad to hear of similar conferences being 
held in other parts of the country. 


_ Was it wise of the Upper House of Convocation to reject, as our 
correspondent reports on page 60, the requests of the Lower House 
for Joint Committees to consider the application of the principle 
of synodical government in the dioceses, and to let in a little more 
light on the Coventry scheme ? It is of little value for the bishops 
to talk about constitutional episcopacy, as they like to do, if they 
are unwilling to consider how it may be brought about: and if 
the Coventry scheme is as good as they say, one would expect 
investigation to be as welcome as self-advertisement. 


* * * 
* * * 
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STATEMENT FROM SOUTH INDIA 


It would be interesting and instructive to know whether the 
following statement which has just reached us from India was 
made before or after the South India United Church debated and 
voted on the Proposed Scheme of Church Union and accepted 
it. But in either case one can only be astounded that the 
South Indian Bishops should put out a statemént so completely 
incompatible with the terms of the 1945 Calcutta resolutions. 
Words seem to have lost their meaning when some of the men 
who passed resolutions in June, 1945, to reassure Anglo-Catholics 
by “ adhering to the Lambeth interpretation ” of the Pledge, can | 
in September, 1946, tell the Methodists that they will depart 
from it ‘“‘ when pastoral needs obv lously demand other arrange- 
ments.”” The mere remark that it is “ not an official pronounce- 
ment ’’ cannot hide the tact That it comes from the same men. 
Here is the statement. 

‘ The following statement of September, 1946, agreed to by the 
Bishops of Madras, Dornakal, Tinnevelly and Travancore and 
Cochin, and the Assistant Bishop of Dornakal, is not an official 
pronouncement made with the authority of the Church of India, 
Burma and Ceylon, but it isthe considered opinion of the Bishops 
immediately concerned in the proposed Union :— 

“With regard to the ministry of the United Church we, now 
Bishops of the Church of India, Burma and Ceylon, who hope 
- with our Dioceses soon to enter into Union with the South India 
Provincial Synod of the Methodist Church, desire to make clear 
what we understand to be the principles upon which we shall act 
as Bishops in the Church of South India. We agree that all who 
have the status of presbyters in the United Church are capable of 
performing all the functions assigned to presbyters in the United 
Church in every congregation_of the United Church. We agree 
that no presbyter of the United Church will exercise his minist 
in a congregation where members conscientiously object to his 
ministrations. In all cases where no such conscientious objection 
arises within the congregation concerned, we shall act in accor- 
‘dance with the resolution of the Continuation Committee (1946), | 
viz., ‘It is understood that during the period of unification 
congregations will ordinarily ¢ontinue to be served by the 
ministries to which they are accustomed, except where pastoral 
needs obviously demand other arrangements. The duly con- 
stituted authority within the United Church shall be the sole 
judge of the urgency of such pastoral needs. No member of the 
United Church can ‘conscientiously object’ (in the sense in 
which these words are used in the Constitution of the United 
—Church) to the ministrations of any presbyter ordained within 
the United Church. The suitability of a presbyter for a particular 
congregation is another question, and will have to be considered 
in all cases by the appointing authority.” 
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CONVOCATION CANTERBURY 


At the October sessions of Convocation the Upper House turned 
down the request of the Lower House for a Joint Committee to 
consider how the principle of synodical government in_ the 
administration of dioceses may more effectively be put into 
practice. It appeared from His Grace the President's reporting 
of this decision that their lordships thought that this could be 
dealt with by indiv idual bishops doing what they could. The 
Lower House, after a very short debate, showed its complete 
dissatisfaction with this attitude by agreeing to set up a com- 
mittee of its own. 


This matter is of considerable importance to supporters of the 
C.D.C.P., for it is one of the issues upon which our Nonconformist 
_ brethren have as clear a duty to make a stand as we have on the 
Creeds and the Ministry. They would be betraying their tradition 
if they agreed to any reunion with the Church of England until 
proper synodical government is restored. 


The Upper House also rejected the request for a Joint Com- 
mittee on the Coventry Cathedral Scheme, but instead suggested 
that a delegation of the Lower House should meet with His Grace 
the Tociblahen, who would have with him those compefent to 
explain the scheme. The result of the meeting remains to.be seen. 


From another correspondent we learn of a third matter of 
importance—a gravamen presented by Fr. Biggart, C.R., regard- 
ing a pamphlet, Deaconesses in the ( hurch of England, published 
by the Press and Publications Poard of the Church Assembly, 
which purports to have the authority of the diocesan bishops. 
.The gravamen asks for the withdrawal of the pamphlet from 
circulation on the ground that it ** contains not only statements 
which have never been approved by the Convocation, but also 
statements which are unse criptural and run contrary to the deci- 
sions of the Convocation.’ . 


Two issues are concerned, our correspondent writes: (1) The 
pamphlet would seem to be no more than the tpse dixit of some 
bishops, and not, in fact, to carry the authority which it claims. 
(2) The document itself contains the words (page 4), ~ her 
ordination conveys an indelible character,’’ which, it appears, 
though “ indelible "’,-can be cast aside on marriage! It is con- 
tended that in this, as in some other points, the pamphlet goes 
beyond what Convocation has agreed to and, indeed, contravenes 
Catholic order.. Among the twenty -eight signatories of the grava- 
men were many whose opinion carries weight. 
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THE AMERICAN RESOLUTIONS 


The resolutions passed in September by the General Convention 
of the EpiscopalChurch in the U.S.A. provide for the continuation 
of the work of the Joint Commission on Approaches to Unity, and 
‘* receive "’ both its reports of which an account was given in our 
October issue. The Commission is “ requested to prepare a 
statement of faith and order, in harmony with the Lambeth 
Quadrilateral,”” on which the Church may be able to enter into 
inter-communion and proceed to organic union with other 
Christian bodies, and the Department of Church Co-operation and 
Unity of the Presbyterian Church of the U.S.A. is also requested 
to “ prepare a similar formulation, taking into account the points 
of the Lambeth Quadrilateral,” 

The fifth resolution shows a sense of responsibility which is not | 
always manifested in matters of reunion and is worth quoting in 
full :. “‘ Whereas, the subject of unity is of the utmost concern 
to the entire Anglican Communion, and, Whereas, for one part 
of the Anglican Communion to consider union with any Christian 
body necessarily involves the life and unity of our whole Com- 


- munion, therefore be it Resolved, that the Presiding Bishop be 


requested to refer to the 1948 Lambeth Conference such proposals 
for Church unity as are being considered by our Church and which 
are related to the Anglican Communion, including the statement 
to be prepared by the Joint Commission as provided herein 
above.” 

Provision is made for the expenses of the Commission, and the 
dioceses are urged to promote among clergy and laity “ the study 
of Church unity and the ecumenical movement,” and the central 
authorities are ‘“‘ requested to suggest suitable literature for such 
study.”’ Finally, the Convention expresses “‘ its sineere intention 
to seek closer co-operation and joint action " with other bodies 
in the face of “ the material, moral, and spiritual issues of-our 
day.” | 

Our correspondent says that “the chief feature of the last 
days of the meeting in this connection was the determination of 
a few Bishops to secure some laudatory mention of the ‘ Proposed 
Basis ’, either as to be studied by the Church or to be referred to 
Lambeth, all of which failed after a confusing and wearing amount 
of discussion. On the whole, I think the decisions taken will be 
useful in the long run. They will, of course, give those who 
favoured the Majority Report a continued opportunity to propa- 
gandize for its principies ; while on the other hand, we will have 
to spread the principles of Catholic Union instead of merely resting 
on our oars. The * Liberal’ comments have been on the whole 


-in terms of pained surprise that their proposals didn't pass, which 


I believe their leaders thought they would easily.” 
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CANADIAN UNITY PROPOSALS 


At the General Sy nod of the Canadian Church held in Septem- 
ber, 1943, a resolution was adopted in both Houses expressing a 
readiness to meet with representatives of other Communions for 
conversations looking towards the unity of Christendom. 

Invitations were sent out. A favourable reply was received 
almost at once from the United Church of Canada. This is a body 
made up of the former Methodist Church, the greater part of the 
Presbyterian Church and a small body of Congregationalists. The 
United Church has about 2,250,000 adherents. The Church of 
England has about 1,750,000 out of a population of 11,000,000. 
The only other large bodies in Canada are the Roman Catholics 
(3,000,000 French and 2,000,000 others), the continuing Presby- 
terians 800,000, and the Baptists 400,000. 


PRESENT CONDITIONS” 


In a new country like Canada no clear answer can be given as 
to which is the Catholic Church of the land. In Quebec the ancient 
Church of France was there first. In other parts the Church of 
England had the-earliest Episcopate, but was closely followed by 
the Roman Catholics. There are also Orthodox Bishops. Many 
people who to-day belong to the United Church are of Anglican 
ancestry. Their lacabeans settled in places where the Church of 
England failed to go. They drifted into the Methodist Church 
which sent its circuit riders into remote places. There is a certain 
likeness to the conditions in Britain at the time of St. Augustine. 
His mission and the British Church in Wales and the Irish Church 
were as yet separate and to some extent rivals, and not all of 
one mind. 

The Church of England in Canada has a very strong C hurch of 
Ireland element. There are few Liberals, and very few Anglo- 
Catholics in the party sense. There is a solid core of old-fashioned 
Churchmen very adverse to extremes in any direction and inclined 
to dislike any proposals for unity with * nonconformists,’’ partly 
on social grounds. 

The United €hurchyhas lost much of the denominational outlook 
of the bodies that went to make it up. It has suffered from the 
common wave of humanism that swept over protestantism 
between the wars. It has the reputation of sitting lightly to the 
fundamentals of the faith. There is a movement, especially 
among the younger ministers, back to orthodoxy and liturgy. 
The Book of Common Order of the United Church contains very 
good liturgical models for services and sacraments. 


THE METHOD OF APPROACH 


The Church Unity Commission on each side appointed sub- 
committees of fifteen to begin Conversations. The spirit was good 
from the start. It was decided that it would be useless to pursue 
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. the same road as that taken‘in South India or in the Episcopal- 
Presbyterian proposals in the U.S.A. because that road had 
proved a muddy one in which othets had been stuck fast before 


“us. InS.I. and U.S.A. the proposal is to unite first, and straighten 


out differences. and irregularities afterwards. The Canadian 
proposal is the exact opposite, to remove difficulties first, and to 
unite afterwards. The plan is that the two communions walk out 
together to see if they may fall in love, then make a proposal, and 
even after that to have a long courtship until the day comes when 
they desire to be made one body. ‘ 


The Primate and the Moderator appointed committees of. — 


scholars to examine the formularies of the other body to see if 
there is any doctrinal bar to carrying on conversations. They 
found none. The United Church has as its doctrinal basis a set 
of Articles found in the Basis of Union. These articles differ from 
the Westminster Confession which starts with the Bible and 
deduces all from that. The-WUnited Church Articles, like our 
thirty-nine, start with the doctrine of God. These articles proved 
on examination to teach clearly the Calcedonian theology of the 
Trinity and the Incarnation. They are free from the objection- 
able teaching on election, and on the Bishop of Rome as found in 
the Westminster Comfession. 

As the chief difference between the two communions is over the 
Ministry, we decided to begin with that. A suggestion was made 
that some blanket formula be devised whereby the Bishops and 
United Church Ministers might join in recommissioning all 
ministers of both bodies. This was at once rejected as quite 
unsatisfactory. We do not want a mule ministry, neither horse ~ 
nor donkey, and so incapable of propagating the species. A small 
group of five on each side was appointed to examine the two 
ministries closely, and to try to find some method by which a 
mutually recognized ministry might be obtained. Scsaes were 
prepared, read and discussed and then rewritten and circulated 
to the members of the larger committee. The United Church 
representatives asked for information on such subjects as Priest- 
hood and on Confirmation. The Anglicans asked for information 
on Church membership, the Charch Courts, Sacramental usages, 


*“and_attitude to other protestant ministries. 


A UNANIMOUS REPORT 


Asa result of frequent conversations over a period of three years, 
the two Fifteens agreed to a report which was in turn referred to 
the two big Commissions of Sixty on each side. They considered 
it separately and then together. Certain amendments were made. 
This final Report accepted by both Commissions nem. con. now 
goes to the General Synod and the General Council, both meeting 
in September of this year (1946). The gist of this report is as 
follows :— 
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_ “ Any large proposals for unifyi ing the two Communions in 
polity would be in advance of the opinion of our people.”’ * Co- 
operation and experience of each other are required before we can 
satisfactorily blend the Episcopal and Conciliar systems so as to 
secure the benefits of each.” 
“ We find ourselves not only agreed concerning the essentials 


of the Faith, but also united in the possession of a common | 


sacramental life in the great primal sacrament of Holy Baptism.” 
‘We still lack sacramental unity at the Lord’s Table, and unity 
in the Ministry, without which, we cannot work together.” ~The 
next steps should therefore be “‘a Ministry recognized in both 
Communions and unity at the Lord’s Table.” 


PARALLEL, Not IDENTICAL, MINISTRIES 


“The two ministries are best considered as parallel to one 
another rather than identical. The Church of England has the 
~ threefold Ministry of Holy Orders,”” “ The United Church has the 
Holy Order of Presbyterial Ministry, in which there is no distinc- 
tion of orders, and has its Church Courts.” 

“ The Church of England distributes the functions of the 
ministry among the three Orders.’’’ ‘ The United Church 
distributes the functions of the Ministry between the Ministers 
and the Church Courts. It is, therefore, impossible to say at any 
point that there is an exact identity. For instance, the functions 
of the second order of the Ministry in the Church of England are 
not identical with those of the United Church Ministry. The 
United Church Ministers are not only equal one with another but, 
in virtue of their membership in Church Courts, perform functions 
which in the Church of England are reserved to the Bishop. On 
the other hand, the parish priest in the Church of England has 
disciplinary authority which in the United Church is reserved for 
the Session.” | 

‘This dissimilarity is a fundamental consideration in our 
approach to the problem.” 


‘The Church of England representatives gladly acknowledge | | 


the reality of the United Church Ministry as having been used by 
God for the conversion and growth in grace of multitudes of 
people.’’ ‘‘ They recognize that the United Church Ministry 
ossesses a quality and tradition of its own.’ ** This manifests 
itself in the pulpit ministry, the conduct of worship, and in the 
sharing of the pastoral caré with members of the local Church 
session.” “ This Ministry has a real contribution to make to any 
future union.”’. The Anglicans are unwilling that the United 
Church ministers should be asked “ to deny the reality of. their 
call, or of the Ministry they have already received and exercised.”’ 
The United Church representatives recognized that the ancient 


Ministry of Bishops, Priests and Deacons * possesses an historic 


continuity with the Ministry of the Church from very early days, 
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and has a special eaaltty of its own in its emphasis on sacramental ~ 
life, in liturgical worship, in the manner of its pastoral care, and 


in the ordering of the Church's life which culminates in the over- | 


sight exercised &y the Bishop as a Father in God.” 

‘Each Communion shculd contribute the 'who/e of its Ministry 
each to the other. As a step towards this end it is proposed that 
once each communion is satisfied that the formularies of the other 
teach sufficiently the true Christian Faith, and after sufficient 
instruction of the Ministers in the practical exercise of the other 
Ministry, then those who were willing might receive the Ministry of 
the other communion with the use of the regular forms and cere- 
monies of the other body. This would make it possible for such 
‘Ministers ‘ to minister in the other Communion, under the licensé 
and direction of the Bishop of the Diocese in the one case, and of 
the Church Courts in the other ’.”’ 

Then follow recommendations in detail for the carrying out of 
this plan. The United Church Minister is Confirmed, made Deacon 
and Priest with the essential parts of the rites of the Church of 
England. The Minister of the Church of England is received into 
full communion, licensed-to preach, and ordained to the Ministry 
according to the forms in the United Church Book of Common 
Order. 

‘ The essential proposition, on which all the rest of the report 
depends, is that the two types of Ministry are different. If that is 
conceded, then the grace of each may be conveyed to the other, 
without reservation.’ 

It is to be noted that no immediate action is contemplated. 


The General Synod and General Council are to be asked to receive 


the report and reconimend it to the Church for study over a 
period of three years. 


OBJECTIONS AND ENCOURAGEMENTS 


The chief objection from the Anglican side will probably be 
“What can the United Church add to our ministry?” If the 
United Church Ministry is another sort of Christian Ministry which 
God has used, then it adds nothing to my holy Orders, but it may 
add something to me. I am a Priest, but not a United Church 
Minister. Perhaps I can be both. I could be a Priest, and a 
C.M.S. Missionary. I could be a Priest and a Cowley Father. In 
each case the latter ministry although given by a solemn service 
adds nothing to my Priesthood, but does add something to me. 


The encouraging thing about these conversations is the readi- © 


ness on both sides to admit faults and failures. It is well for 
Anglicans to realize that our system still retains certain additions 
picked lip in the feudal times. Nor have we kept in use all the 
constitutional provisions found in the primitive Church. The 
‘“‘ Lord Bishop ” is still very much of a prelate, even in new lands. 
We have made a beginning of restoring the Church Courts, but 
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have some distance to go before the faithful laity and the fellow 
presbyters have any effective voice in passing upon the reality of 
a man’s call to the ministry. At present the Bishop has this very 
much in his own hands. - It is this lack of the constitutional ele- 
ment in our Ministry to which the Reformed Communions object, 

just as we object to their lack of continuity. We have much to 
teach and to give to them. They have much to teach and to give 
us. Their strong point is their use of the laity and their Church 
Courts, which bear a resemblance to the arrangements in the 
primitive Church. Our strong point is our continuity and sacra- 
mental worship. Our differences are complementary rather than 


antagonistic. 


WISE WORDS 


The following passage is quoted from R. M. Benson’ s Final 


Passover, Vol. II, Part IT, page 515. 


‘ The unity of life which is effected by the indwelling of the 
Holy Ghost in the Body of Christ is shadhately indestructible. 
Therefore we believe in the one Catholic and Apostolic Church. 
Whatever’ divisions there may be in Christendom, this unity 
remains in its Divine perfection. We often speak of the healing 
of divisions, but it is rather unity that is extended than divisions 
which are healed. The divisions of Christendom are not like 
cracks in masonry, to be made good by cement. They are like 
gashes in the animal frame, which presuppose a common vitality 
in order that the sundered portions may grow together. Unless 
there be an undivided life remaining on both sides, the wound in 
the flesh cannot be healed. The part which had not the vital 


_ action, or has lost it, cannot be absorbed into the living organism 


by the mechanical pressure of an external bandage. . 

‘““So we must be careful not, to think of any possible healing 
of divisions by mere external agreement, as if such union were an 
approximation to vital unity in the Church. Unless there is 
perfect fusion there can be no increase of vital power. We being 
many by natural individuality are one body in Christ by super- 
natural grace. The Spirit of God does not merely hold us together 
upon friendly terms by external grasp. It unites us all by the 
infused action of the Body of Christ by internal inspiration. 
Christ is in us, as God is in C hrist by the operation: of the Holy 
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A CONFERENCE OF PRIESTS 


Forty priests, all but two from the Diocese of Hereford, met in 
conference in Hereford on October 16th, in response to an invita-— 
tion sent out by the Rev. Preb. S. G. Chance, Vicar of All Saints’, 
Hereford. Fifty priests had accepted the invitation, and another 
twenty who could not come expressed their agreement with the 


object of the conference as set out in the letter of invitation. The 


reasons for holding the conference, as given in the letter, were that 
“ there are in these days many threats to the continuance in our 
beloved Church of England of the sound Church principles 
enshrined in the Book of Common Prayer. For example, it seems 
clear that should the South India Scheme be implemented, it will 
serve as a model for similar unsatisfactory schemes for reunion at 
home and abroad. This is a prospect which cannot fail to cause 
very grave anxiety and distress to those who believe in the 
Catholic and Apostolic character of the Anglican Church. There 
is great danger that the opinion of those who hold fast by sound 


Church principles may be ignored unless it be forcibly expressed 
this time.” 


THE PROGRAMME 


There was a Solemn Celebration of the Holy Eucharist at All 
Saints’ Church at 10.39 a.m., and at 11.45 a.m. a paper was read 


_ by the- Rev. Fr. Gabriel Hebert, S.S.M., on the possibility of 


reconciling the Catholic and Protestant Traditions in one system. 
This paper was fully considered and discussed at a further session — 
held from 2.15 p.m. to 4 p.m. and the following findings were 
adopted unanimously, except that one member did not vote 
either way on Clause 2. There was Evensong at 5 p.m. for those 
who were able to stay. | 


FINDINGS OF THE CONFERENCE 


1. That we acknowledge that the unity of all Christians i in the 
faith of our Lord Jesus Christ must be a primary object of 
prayer and endeavour. ~ 


2. That we are gravely concerned at some of the current schemes 
of reunion: for these chief reasons :— 


(a) We see around us on every side a vague undogmatic 
_ religion, consisting mainly of emotional piety and moral 
uplift and standing in sharp contrast to the clear affirma- 
tion of the revelation of God in Christ and of God's claim on 
man’s life, which is made by the Book of Common Prayer 
and the other formularies of the Church of England, 0 
was made by the original confessional documents of the 
several Protestant traditions. 
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(/) We believe that it is a fatally. wrong method to assume as 
the actual basis of union this undogmatic ‘* Common 


lai Christianity,”” and superimpose on this an acceptance. of 


Creeds, Sacraments, Scripture and Episcopal Ministry, 
without any statement of their meaning. 

(c) We believe, therefore, that the true basis of union must be - 
the Apostolic tradition of Christian faith, order, worship 
and life. 

3.. That we regard ourselves not as taking a party position, but 
as upholding the tradition of the Church of England. 


PAMPHLETS 


RELEVANT TO REUNION AND SOME OF ITS 
DIFFICULTIES 


An American Plan for Unity. Pamphlet No. 10. Post free 1od.: 
This pamphlet_is still worthy of study, although the American 
Plan has now been rejected. For it shows some of the difficulties 
which face the Reunion Committee of the Canadian Church in 
its conversations with the United Churc h of Canada, which includes 
the greater part of the Presbyterians in.that country. It shows 
too that “ agreement upon the essential principles. of the Serip- 
tures, the Creeds, the Sacraments and indeed the Ministry itself ”’ 
cannot be so readily presupposed as the Archbishop of C anterbury 
seemed to suggest that it c ould in his recent sermon at Cambridge. 


Anglican Efforts for Reunion. Pamphlet No. 8. Post free 7d. 
This pamphlet bears the sub-title A Record of Achievement, with 
some Comments on the South India Proposals. It points out the 
danger of impatience-——-and impatience has been more evident 
of late in seeking reunion at any price—and then goes on to speak 
briefly of the relations of the Anglican Communion with other 
Episcopal Churches, and finally shows up some of the defects of 

the South India Scheme. 


- These Pamphlets and other publications may be had either from 


THE PAx Hovse, 11 DACRE STREET, S.W. 1 
or from ad 


THE SECRETARY, C.D.C.P., 6 PERTH ROAD, BECKENHAM, KENT. — 


Communications for the Editor and subscriptions to Faith and 
Unity (three shillings a year minimum) should be sent to the 
Secretary, C.D.C.P., 6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent. Back 
numbers of Fath and Unity are available and can be had from 
the Secretary, price fourpence each, post free. 
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